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Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is response to the amendment filed on May 31 ®\ 2007. Claims 1-30 
are presented for the further examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed May 31 ®\ 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

3. As per arguments filed on May 31®', 2007, applicant argues to the substance that: 
a. Garnett failed to discloses determining at least one data-processing 
function associated with said at least one received packet, based on said at least 
one received packet. 

First of all examiner thanks applicant to clarify "functions" as it was really unclear 
to the examiner. In response to applicant argument a), Garnett does discloses 
determining at least one data-processing function associated with said at least 
one received packet, based on said at least one received packet (see column 
32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 and column 35, line 7 - column 36, line 13). 

Garnett briefly discloses in Figures 19a and 19b that load balance is 
performed on all of the incoming "data traffic ". Also, in column 31, line 49 - 
column 34, line 40, Garnett briefly discloses why one ordinary skilled in the art 
would be needing a load balancer and the functionality of load balancing. In 
addition, Garnett also discloses: 
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"Computer systems require management in many different ways, 
for example, load distribution, access control, secure transaction 
management and many other functions which may be performed with 
greatest reliability and/or speed bv dedicated hardware. That is not to say 
that such functions may not be performed by a standard processing 
cartridge 43 programmed using appropriate application software, merely 
that specialist hardware (in the form of a non-standard processing 
cartridge) may provide reliability, performance and/or cost benefits." 
[Column 31, lines 53-62] 

It is clear that Garnett is referring to computer systems management in 
many different ways such functions include load distribution, access control, and 
secure transaction management and many others with greatest reliability and/or 
speed. One ordinary skilled in the art would know all such functions are related to 
data-processing, data management, and data access control as all of them 
requires reliable, fast, secure data processing or data management by dedicated 
computer hardware. Garnett also discloses: 

" Server load based weighting involves monitoring each server 
available to the load balancer to d etermine the current load of that server . 
The weight for each server is adjusted based on the current load of that 
server relative to the current load of other servers. To perform the load 
monitoring usually requires a s oftware agent running on each server to 
determine the load experienced bv that server . Response time based 
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weighting involves measuring an elapsed time between transmitting a 
reguest to a server and receiving a response from that server ." 
Therefore, one ordinary skilled in the art would know the weighted load on each 
server is "data" and each data loads are monitored using a software agent running on 
each server to determine the load experienced by that particular server. Therefore, 
Garnett does discloses determining at least one data-processing function associated 
with said at least one received packet, based on said at least one received packet 



b. Garnett failed to disclose steering said one or more received packet to at 
least one of a plurality of blade servers that handles said determined data- 
processing function. 

In response to applicant argument b) Garnett discloses steering said one or more 
received packet to at least one of a plurality of blade servers that handles said 
determined data-processing function (see column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 
and column 35, line 7 - column 36, line 13). In addition to the disclosure of 
Garnett from above argument Garnett also discloses: 

"Each of the servers 505 is connected to the load balancer 501 via 
a switch 503. Thus incoming data packets arrive at the load balancer and 
are routed there through to a selected server 505." [Column 32, lines 59- 
65]. 

One ordinary skilled in the art would interpret steering said one or more 
received packet to at least plurality of blade servers as routing incoming data 
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packets via load balancer to a selected server where Garnett mentioned that 
selected server is a server blade that include a processor and memory can be 
configured by means of software, firmware or hardware to provide a special 
purpose function [see column 31, lines 25-27]. Therefore, one ordinary skilled in 
the art would know that Garnett discloses steering said one or more received 
packet to at least one of a plurality of blade servers that handles said determined 
data-processing function. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Garnett 
et al. U.S. Patent Number 7,032,037 B2 (hereinafter Garnett). 

As per claim 1, Garnett discloses a method for processing data in a 
server, the method comprising: receiving at least one [data packet] packet (see 
column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 and column 35, line 7 - column 36, line 
13); determining at least one function [for example: load balancing, load 



distribution, access control, secure transaction management and many other 
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function, see column 31, lines 53-57] associated with said at least one received 
packet (see column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 and column 35, line 7 - 
column 36, line 13); and steering [forwarding or transmitting outgoing packet] 
said at least one received packet to at least one of a plurality of blade servers 
that handles said determined function (see column 31, lines 25-27; column 32, 
lines 59-65 column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 and column 35, line 7 - 
column 36, line 13). 

As per claim 2, Garnett discloses generating at least one association 
between a particular packet characteristic [data packet] of said packet and a 
particular data processing function associated with said at least one packet (see 
column 31, lines 25-27; column 31, lines 53-57; column 32, lines 59-65column 
32, line 55 - column 33, line 44). 

As per claim 3, Garnett discloses said particular packet characteristic is at 
one or more of a packet type [data packet itself is one packet type], a packet field 
and a flag (see column 31, lines 25-27; column 31, lines 53-57; column 32, lines 
59-65column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44). 

As per claim 4, Garnett discloses assigning [data packet arrives on load 
balancer decides which server to which the packet is to be forwarded and packet 
is forwarded to the selected server as assigning at least one of said plurality of 
blade servers for handling said particular function] at least one of said plurality of 
blade servers for handling said particular data processing function (see column 
32, line 55 - column 33, line 44). 
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As per claim 5, Garnett discloses determining which of said plurality of 
blade servers handles said determined at least one data processing function 
associated with said at least one received packet (see column 32, line 55 - 
column 33, line 44). 

As per claim 6, Garnett discloses processing said steered [routing load 
balanced packets] at least one received packet by said one or more of a plurality 
of blade servers that handles said determined data processing server function 
(see column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 and column 35, line 7 - column 36, 
line 13). 

As per claim 7, Garnett discloses assigning a default blade server, 
selected from said plurality of blade server, for handling said at least one 
received packet (see column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 and column 35, line 
7 - column 36, line 13). 

As per claim 8, Garnett discloses steering said at least one packet to said 
default blade server if at least one of: said at least one received packet is 
unrecognized (see column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 and column 34, lines 
15-40); and said at least one received packet contains a particular data (see 
column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 and column 35, line 7 - column 36, line 
13). 

As per claim 9, Garnett discloses controlling steering of said at least one 
packet by at least one of said plurality of blade servers (see column 32, line 55 - 
column 33, line 44 and column 35, line 7 - column 36, line 13). 
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As per claim 10, Garnett discloses said at least one of said plurality of 
blade servers controlling said steering is a switch [an outgoing packet is 
transmitted from the processing cartridge [blade] to the switch] blade (see 
column 32, line 55 - column 33, line 44 and column 35, line 7 - column 36, line 
13). 

As per claims 1 1-20, claims 1 1-20 are machine-readable claims of method 
claims 1-10, respectively. They do not teach or further define over the limitation 
as recited in claims 1-10. Therefore, claims 11 -20 are rejected under same scope 
as discussed in claims 1-10, supra. 

As per claims 21-30, claims 21-30 are system claims of method claims 1- 
10, respectively. They do not teach or further define over the limitation as recited 
in claims 1-10. Therefore, claims 21-30 are rejected under same scope as 
discussed in claims 1-10, supra. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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